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Abstract 
The construction of the Alqueva reservoir in a semi-arid Mediterranean landscape brought new opportunities for 
irrigated farming. Land use changes and climate change may alter the risk of soil erosion that was not predicted in 
the initial development plans and decrease the lifetime of the investment. A comprehensive methodology that 
integrates the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE) and geographic information system was adopted to 
study the effect on soil erosion of different land-uses of the Alqueva reservoir region. Analysing the soil erosion of 
each land-use it was obtained the following land use erosion vulnerability: Olive 
orchard>Vineyard>Montado>Alfalfa. The strong erosion variances that were observed in the study area show the 
importance of locating the ‘hot spots’ of soil erosion. Simulated scenarios for the entire area can be used as a basis 
for site-specific soil conservation plans, to promote sustainable land management practices and to facilitate localized 
erosion control practices and environmentally friendly farming. 
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1. Introduction 
Soil erosion by water is one of the most severe and dynamic environmental and economic threats around the 
world, particularly in regions with seasonal climate and a long past of anthropogenic pressure (Garcia-Ruiz et al., 
2013). The intensification of this problem is being frequently associated with land-use changes (Kosmas et al., 1997; 
Bakker et al., 2008; Leh et al., 2013). Soil erosion decreases the productivity of natural and agricultural ecosystem, 
since the increase of runoff causes the loss of soil depth, reducing the water and nutrients storage capacity, and thus 
crop yields (Pimentel, 2006; Li et al., 2009; Hancock et al., 2015). Moreover there is off-site negative impacts 
associated with the increase of runoff that can transport sediments into rivers and reservoirs, causing their pollution 
and reducing their lifetime (Boardman et al., 2003; Pandey et al., 2007; Ludwig et al., 2009).  
The rate of Mediterranean land-use changes in the last century has evidently increased, as a consequence of 
combination of environmental, economic and social factors (Bakker et al., 2008; Garcia-Ruiz et al. 2013). The 
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linking between different land-uses and soil erosion has attracted the interest of a wide variety of researchers 
(Kosmas et al., 1997; Cerdan et al., 2010; Blavet et al., 2009; Cerdà et al., 2009; Nunes et al., 2011) who has 
demonstrated that different vegetation cover and/or agriculture procedures, have different impacts on soil properties 
and overland flow). Erskine et al. (2002) has demonstrated that land use is the dominant factor determining sediment 
yields in reservoirs and usually the highest values are associated to the cultivated lands (García-Ruiz and Lana-
Renault, 2011). 
Over the past few decades, numerous advances have been made to assess soil erosion, to overcome the costs and 
unfeasibility of monitoring in situ. So, there has been substantial investigation into soil loss models that vary 
according complexity, processes accounted and the information required (Merrit et al., 2003; Bhattarai and Dutta 
2008; Volk et al. 2010). The empirical Universal Soil Loss Equation (USLE) is one of the most widely used models 
for estimating annual soil loss, (Wischemeier and Smith 1978) from agricultural watersheds and its modifications 
include the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE) (Renard et al., 1997). Although some disadvantage 
reported (Volk et al., 2010), RUSLE is easy and valuable to use, because of the structure simplicity, low input data 
requests and the availability of parameter values. These models have been shown to be useful in combination with 
Geographic Information System (GIS) techniques and remote sensing because it allows to investigate the spatial 
distribution of soil erosion processes with reasonable expenses and accuracy (Terranova et al., 2009; Prasannakumar 
et al., 2011).  
The construction of reservoirs in semi-arid landscapes bring new opportunities for irrigated farming. Land use 
changes may increase the vulnerability to soil erosion. The intensification of irrigated farming has been occurring 
simultaneously with the abandonment of the typical agroforestry system, increasing the need to promote sustainable 
practices. The main objective was to study the effect of typical and new land-uses vulnerability on soil erosion, 
accounting for seasonal variations on rainfall and vegetation cover during the year.  
2. Study area 
2.1. The Alqueva dam region 
The Alqueva reservoir is located on the Guadiana river in the south of Portugal (8º30' W, 38º30' N) (Fig. 1).  
 
Fig.1 - Location of the Alqueva reservoir and the experimental study areas. 
The reservoir covers an area of 250 km2 (from which 35 km2 are in Spain) and the total capacity is 4150 hm3. The 
lake total shoreline is approximately 1100 km, it extends for 83 km and is considered one of the biggest in Europe 
(Lindim et al., 2011). The Alueva project was constructed during 1998-2002 (Fig. 2a), and the main objective was to 
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create a strategic water reserve for population consumption, for agriculture irrigation (about 110000 ha), for energy 
production, as well as for landscape enhancement where several tourist projects can be built. Alqueva dam has direct 
influence in the regions surrounding it (namely 18 counties).  
This region of Alentejo, Southern Portugal, is characterized by a complex landscape structure. A traditional 
landscape is named “Montado”, an agroforestry system in which agricultural and forest activities complement each 
other comprising an open formation of oak species combined with a rotation of crops/pastures. There was an 
intensification of agriculture (cereal production) in combination with extensive livestock breeding in the beginning 
of the 20th century, which lead for numerous environmental impacts and namely increased soil erosion. Though, 
especially since Portugal joined the European Community in 1986, the abandonment of agricultural activities in 
Alentejo increased, and the “montado” system is in transition towards a silvo-pastoral or even purely forestry system 
(Pinto-Correia e Mascarenhas, 1999). Today, with Alqueva reservoir, the intensification of some farming systems 
occurs simultaneously with the reduction and ultimate abandonment of others.  
The climate is Mediterranean, with hot and dry summers and mild winters. The annual mean for temperature 
ranges from 24 to 28 °C in hot months (July/August), and from 8 to 11 °C in cold months (December/January). The 
annual mean of precipitation ranges between 450 and 550 mm, however the region is affected by intense dry periods 
without precipitation, since almost 80% of the precipitation occurs from October to April. 
2.2. Experimental study areas 
In order to study the effect of land-use on soil erosion we identified three areas (called in Portuguese “herdades”) 
namely: “Herdade do Roncão”, “Herdade dos Gregos” and “Herdade do Pico”. Four different land-uses were 
identified and selected to study namely: montado grassland, vineyard, alfalfa cultivation, and olive orchard (Fig. 2). 
 
 
Fig. 2 - Alqueva dam project and land-uses (experimental sites): a) Alqueva dam; b) Montado in the “Herdade do Roncão”; c) Vineyard in the 
“Herdade do Pico”; d1) Montado system, d2) Alfalfa cultivation and d3) Olive orchard in the “Herdade dos Gregos”. 
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The “Herdade do Roncão” (739 ha) consist of agro-silvo-pastoral land-use: 
- A typical “Montado” characterized by a silvo-pastoral system with low density holm oaks (Fig. 2b), and some 
olive trees in part of the area where farming was abandoned about 6 years before the study period. 
The “Herdade do Pico” (30 ha) consists also of a one land-use: 
- A vineyard with drip irrigation, plough between lines and fertilization (Fig. 2c). 
The “Herdade dos Gregos” (900 ha) comprises three different land-uses studied: 
- A Montado (Fig. 2d1) similarly characterized by a silvo-pastoral system with low density holm oaks and 
which suffered a fire 3 years before the study period;  
- An intensive cultivation of Alfalfa (also called lucerne: Medicago sativa) with center pivot sprinkler irrigation, 
tillage and fertilization (Fig. 2d2); 
- An olive orchard with drip irrigation system, frequent ploughing between lines and fertilization (Fig. 2d3). 
3. Methodology 
This study integrated the use of RUSLE equation, GIS, remote sensing and geostatistics to predict soil erosion 
and respective factors. RUSLE, is defined as:  
A=R K L S C P                                                                                                                                                             (1) 
where A= potential annual erosion (t ha−1 year−1), R= rainfall and runoff erosivity factor, K= soil erodibility factor, 
LS= slope length and gradient factor, C= vegetation cover factor and P= support practice factor (Renard et al., 
1997). To study seasonal soil erosion, the erodibility (K) and topographic (LS) factor were aggregate as “static” over 
the year, and rainfall erosivity (R) and vegetation cover (C) factors were analysed per season. The nex sections 
describe the RUSLE data collecting and processing for each factor. The spatial data was easily treated with ArcGIS 
software. 
3.1. Soil erodibility factor (K) 
Soil erodibility factor (K) represents the susceptibility of a soil to erode and the amount and rate of runoff, as 
measured under continuously cultivated fallow plot 22.1 m long with a slope of 9% (Renard et al., 1997). It is a 
quantitative value experimentally determined using an algebraic approximation (Wischmeier and Smith, 1978): 
K = [2.1 ×10– 4(12–OM) × M1.14 + 3.25(S – 2) + 2.5(P – 3)]/100                                                                        (2)  
where OM is organic matter, s is soil structure, and p is permeability class. M is the product of the primary particle 
size fractions (% MSilt) × (%MSilt + %MSand), where %MSilt is percent modified silt (0.002-0.1 mm), and % 
MSand is percent modified sand (0.1-2 mm). Modified silt is the amount of silt particles and very fine sand, 
considered the most susceptible particles to erosion, because can be easily removed by the raindrop splash and 
runoff water. 
A minimum of 25 soil samples with 20 cm depth were collected in each area. The sample localizations, in field, 
were kept using a Global Positioning System (GPS). Soil permeability and soil structure were estimated in the field. 
In the laboratory, the particle-size distribution, soil organic matter (OM) and soil total nitrogen (N) were 
investigated.  
The data were subjected to statistical analysis using SPSS 17.0 software, namely the mean, standard deviation 
(SD), minimum and maximum, coefficient of variation (CV) and skewness of each parameter. To evaluate 
significant differences between means for each land-use we used multiple ANOVA (Duncan multiple range test). A 
continuous surface representing the spatial variation of this factor was prepared in ArcGIS 10 software using 
geostatistic tool.  
3.2. Slope length and steepness factor (LS) 
Slope Length (L) and slope steepness (S) factors show the influence of topography on soil erosion erosion 
(Wischemier and Smith, 1978). Direct measurements of slope and slope length were initially proposed to evaluate 
these factors (Renard et al., 1997). However this method is only suitable for small plots and parcels, because 
intensive field measurements are obviously not feasible on a regional scale. In watershed scale, the use of a Digital 
Elevation Model (DEM) in GIS, for data input is a better approach (Nekhay et al., 2009). Therefore, in the present 
study, a DEM from the region was used in ArcGIS software to estimate this factor. The combined LS factor 
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(without units) was computed using ArcGIS spatial analyst extension, following the equation (3) (Moore and 
Wilson, 1992): 
LS = (flow accumulation ×cell size/22.13)p (sin α/0.0896)q                                                                                       (3) 
where p and q are empirical exponents (p = 0.4 and q = 1.3) (Moore and Wilson, 1992), flow accumulation signifies 
the accumulated upslope contributing area for a given cell, cell size is the size of DEM grid cell and α is the slope 
degree value. 
3.3. Rainfall erosivity (R)  
The rainfall-runoff erosivity (R) represents the erosive potential of raindrops impact and of runoff generated by 
erosive storms. According to Renard et al. (1997), the rainfall-runoff factor is determined through the sum of erosive 
storm values EI30 occurring during a mean year, which result for the product of total storm kinetic energy (E) times 
the maximum 30 minute intensity (I30), where E is in MJ/ha and I30 is in mm/h. The monthly erosive storm 
empirical index EI30 was computed for 25 meteorological stations in the surrounding area of the Alqueva using the 
regression equation (Goovaerts, 1999): 
 
EI30month = 6,56×rain10–75,09×days10                                                                                                                    (4) 
 
where rain10 is the monthly rainfall for days with rainfall higher than 10 mm and days10 the monthly number of 
days where rainfall exceeds 10 mm. Daily precipitation data during 30 years (1980-2010) were used. Rainfall 
erosivity maps per season, for the region, were created using geostatistics. The R means for each land-use were 
estimated. 
3.4. Cover management factor (C) 
The C factor reflects the effect of vegetation on erosion rate (Renard et al., 1997), considering that it reduces the 
erosive impact of rainfall and slow down overland flow. C factor values diverge from 0 (well-protected soil) to 1 
(bare soil) and there is a strict relation with land use types. Remote-sensing has been one of the most widely used 
methods for mapping the C factor  (Van der Knijff et al., 1999; Prasannakumar et al., 2011), because vegetation 
cover can be estimated using vegetation indices derived from satellite images such as Normalized Difference 
Vegetation Index (NDVI). NDVI is an indicator of vegetation growth and ranges from -1 to 1. This method gives 
different prospective on soil erosion studies because allows the estimation of intra-annual changes in vegetation 
through images for different periods (Ouyang et al., 2010). NDVI was computed utilizing band 3 (red) and band 4 
(near-infrared) as follows:  
    
NDVI = (NIR - RED)/(NIR + RED)                                                                                                                     (5) 
 
Landsat TM images were processed to obtain NDVI of different seasons. To estimate the C factor, the most 
common procedure using NDVI involves the use of regression equation model derived from the correlation analysis 
between the C factor values measured in the field and a satellite-derived NDVI (Van der Knijff et al., 1999): 
 
C = e (-α(NDVI/(β-NDVI))                                                                                                                                  (6) 
 
where α and β are unit less values that determine the shape of the curve relating NDVI and C factor. Van der Knijff 
et al. (1999) found that this approach gave better results than assuming a linear relationship, and the values of 2 and 
1 were selected for the parameters α and β, respectively. The C factor maps were produced in ArcGIS software. 
3.5. Conservation practice factor (P) 
The support practices factor (P) reflects the effects of specific practices that can be used to reduce the amount and 
rate of erosion, such as contouring, strip-cropping, terracing, and subsurface drainage. These practices affect erosion 
by modifying the flow pattern, grade, or direction of surface runoff and by reducing the amount and rate of runoff 
(Renard et al., 1997). In this study, P factor was assigned the value of 1 (no support practice factor) for all land-uses, 
because the support practices in these areas are not relevant or not existent.  
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4. Results and Discussion 
The effect of each land-use on soil erosion was studied for each factor considered by the RUSLE model. 
4.1. Soil erodibility (K) 
Soil erodibility was considered time invariant. The mean values of some soil properties and estimated soil 
erodibility for each land-use are presented in Table 1, as well as Duncan test results. Duncan’s test showed 
significant differences between land-uses for all properties analysed. Means with different letters in the same 
property are significantly different between land-uses at p ≤ 0.05. It reveals that land-uses have highly significant 
effect on soil properties and in turn on soil erodibility. Despite some differences in particle size distribution, the soils 
were classified as sandy loam. Though, it was clear that the content of organic matter (OM) and nitrogen (N) 
decreased with the intensification of land-use (alfalfa cultivation, olive orchard and vineyard) and the differences 
were statistically significant. The low values of OM and N in the intensive land-uses can be explained with the 
frequent soil ploughing and irrigation system. According to Tesfahunegn et al. (2011), soil tillage mixes the subsoil 
with topsoil, thus there is more OM decomposition and water erosion easily remove the nutrients from the surface 
layer. As a result, soil erodibility increased with the intensification of the land use, with lowest values for Montado 
grassland (0.021 t ha h ha-1 MJ-1 mm-1) and highest for alfalfa (0.039 t ha h ha-1 MJ-1 mm-1). Other studies had 
similar results, showing that the removal of permanent vegetation, the loss of OM and the reduction of aggregation, 
caused by intensive cultivation, contribute to decrease of soil erodibility (Evrendilek et al., 2004). 
Table 1 – Soil properties and soil erodibility (K) means.  
H. Roncão H. Gregos  H. Pico 
Montado Montado Alfalfa Olive Orch.  Vineyard 
Sand (%) 62.71b  53.16a 52.93a 65.81b  56.5a 
Silt (%) 22.01a  29.55b 33.79c 24.37a  21.8a 
Clay (%) 15.27b  17.29c 13.29b 9.83a  21.6d 
OM (%) 4.63c  5.22c 2.08b 2.10b  0.77a 
N (%) -  0.19c 0.11b 0.10b  0.07a 
K factor (t ha h ha-1 MJ-1 mm-1) 0.023a  0.021a 0.039c 0.038c  0.029b 
Means with different letters in the same property are significantly different between land-uses at p ≤ 0.05 (Duncan's test). 
4.2. Topography (LS) 
The LS factor maps for each area are presented in Figure 3. The highest mean LS factor values occur for 
Montado areas (1.28 and 1.86 for “Herdade do Roncão” and “Herdade dos Gregos” respectively) and for vineyard 
(mean of 1.21), and are mainly associated to great slopes. Through the prediction LS factor maps it was easy to 
identify sensitive areas for some land-uses, because it has been demonstrated that increases in this factor can 
produce higher overland flow velocities and correspondingly higher erosion (Van Remortel, 2004).  
4.3. Soil erosivity (R) 
Rainfall erosivity values were estimated for 25 stations and using geostatistic techniques we obtained a regional 
erosivity map for each season. The mean values of soil erosivity were estimated for each experimental area and are 
shown in Table 2. The values vary lightly between areas despite close locations, and these variances were taken into 
account when predicting soil erosion. Looking at values for each season we noticed that rainfall erosivity was 
characterized by a strong seasonality and the highest rainfall erosivity values were related with the first autumn rain 
events and the lowest values occur in summer. In percentages, about 47-50% of annual rainfall erosivity occurs in 
autumn, 20-24% in winter, 17-19% in spring and only 9-10% in summer. Those trends were comparable to the 
results found in other Mediterranean studies (Van der Knijff et al., 1999, Diodato, 2004). 
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Figure 3 – LS factor for each study area. 
Table 2 – Mean values of rainfall erosivity for the experimental study areas, according to each season. 
   H. Roncão H. Gregos H. Pico 
Autumn 423.8 445.7 404.1 
Winter 193.4 212.2 170.0 
Spring 146.4 152.6 158.7 
Summer 79.7 79.9 81.2 
Total 875.6 892.0 851.7 
4.4. Vegetation Cover (C) 
The NDVI and vegetation cover C factor values for each season are shown on Table 3. The NDVI and the C 
factor are negatively correlated. Higher NDVI values means greater vegetation cover which implies lower soil 
erosion. So, for the land uses of Montados and olive orchard the vegetation cover is strongly seasonal dependent, 
being the highest vegetation cover during the winter (C factor <0.2) and the lowest in summer and autumn (C factor 
>0.69).  
Table 3 – Mean values of NDVI and C factor for each land-use. 
    H. Roncão  H. Gregos H. Pico 
    Montado  Montado Alfalfa Olive Orc. Vineyard 
Autumn 
NDVI 0.110  0.127 0.673 0.156 0.152 
C factor 0.789  0.747 0.035 0.690 0.697 
Winter 
NDVI 0.455  0.494 0.581 0.513 0.193 
C factor 0.193  0.141 0.065 0.125 0.620 
Spring 
NDVI 0.222  0.241 0.226 0.169 0.224 
C factor 0.567  0.531 0.558 0.665 0.562 
Summer 
NDVI 0.102  0.107 0.138 0.110 0.138 
C factor 0.797  0.790 0.724 0.780 0.726 
 
On the other hand in alfalfa cultivation and in vineyard the C factor was more reliant on farming practices. For 
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alfalfa land-use the highest vegetation cover (NDVI) occurs during winter but especially in autumn. Alfalfa had the 
highest NDVI values in autumn and vineyard in summer and spring due to the irrigation. The vineyard had the 
lowest vegetation cover during all seasons, including winter (C factor >0.6), explained by the frequent soil 
ploughing in order to remove weeds between lines. 
4.5. Soil erosion 
All factors were integrated in ArcGIS spatial analyst to quantify soil erosion rates for each season and annually. 
Table 4 show the erosion values of the different land-uses and the estimated annual means. For all land-uses except 
alfalfa, the soil erosion was estimated to be higher during autumn season (higher than 8 t/ha). Autumn contributed 
with more than 50% of annual soil erosion. In this period the soil erosivity reaches a peak due to the high intensity 
rainstorms typical for Mediterranean regions and due to the very low vegetation cover that did not recover yet after 
the dry season.  
 
Table 3 - Soil erosion mean values for each land-use and each season (potential annual erosion (t ha−1).  
  H. Roncão H. Gregos H. Pico 
  Montado Montado Alfalfa Olive Orc. Vineyard 
Autumn 9.730  12.770 0.447 9.438 8.823 
Winter 1.031  1.175 0.303 0.826 3.440 
Spring 2.438  2.736 1.615 3.068 2.778 
Summer 1.820  2.267 1.117 1.908 1.851 
Annual 15.036  19.108 3.502 15.232 16.892 
 
The RUSLE factors were then integrated using map algebra in ArcGIS and then were generated seasonal and 
annual prediction maps of soil erosion that are shown in Figure 4. Analysing those maps allows the identification of 
sensitive areas (hot spots of potential soil erosion). It is evident the topographic influence on soil erosion rates. 
Throughout the prediction maps it can be seen easily the seasonal variations. Despite the higher soil erodibility (K) 
measured for alfalfa land use, the annual soil erosion was the lowest of the studied land uses, which was resulting 
from the low slopes that is installed (LS factor) and high vegetation cover (C factor) during the season with 
extraordinary rainfall erosivity. On the other hand, the Montado in the “Herdade dos Gregos” present the maximum 
soil erosion vulnerability despite the lower soil erodibility (K factor). This was a consequence of the greater slopes 
(LS) that are usual for montado systems and also due to the recent wildfire that affected the natural vegetation cover 
and did not recover yet. The topography (LS) and the rainfall erosivity (R) are characteristics of local not influenced 
by land-uses, considering mainly factors that differ with land-use area vegetation cover (C) and the soil erodibility 
(K). Therefore, a lastly analysis was done to compare the effect of land use, ignoring R and LS factores. Considering 
only the KC ratio we obtained the following erosion susceptibility: Olive orchard>Vineyard>Montado>Alfalfa. 
Similar results were obtained by different authors, which observed higher soil erosion rates in orchards and 
vineyards comparatively to woodlands, scrubland or fire affected land (Cerdá et al., 2009; Kosmas et al., 1997).  
5. Conclusions 
The observed soil erosion variability reflects the importance of studying different scenarios of land-use, climate 
change and seasonal variations of vegetation. It was found important differences in hydrological functioning and 
erosional response of soils under different land uses and vegetation types. Sustainable irrigated farming could a key 
issue to ensure the vegetation cover mainly during the periods with intensive rainfalls and in the most sensitive 
areas. The irrigated alfalfa cultivation proves to protect soil during high rainfall erosivity periods, although it is 
important to understand soil degradation caused by intensive cultivation, tillage and fertilization. In the olive 
orchard and vineyards it should be promoted the soil conservation technique called “strip cropping” instead of 
frequent weed removal. The abandonment of montado systems leaded to poorly managed forest areas and constrains 
the sustainability of the system, increasing forest fires risk and vulnerability to soil erosion. 
The soil erosion prediction maps under different scenarios and the contribution of each factor can be used as a 
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solid base to create a Decision Support System (DSS), which will promote sustainable management of different 
land-uses in the region, based on spatial variability of soil characteristics and topography, and on seasonal variations 
of rainfall and vegetation cover. Site specific soil conservation practices and mitigation measures will allow soil 
erosion reduction and consequently prolong the lifetime of the investment. 
 
 
Figure 4 – Prediction maps of soil erosion for each land-use, accounting seasonal variations. 
Acknowledgments 
The authors want to thank for the support from CIEO and Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia in this 
research project (PTDC/AAC-AMB/102173/2008) for having provided the conditions to publish this work. 
References 
Bakker, M., Govers, G., Doorn, A., Quetier, F., Chouvardas, D., Rounsevell, M., 2008. The response of soil erosion and sediment export to land-
use change in four areas of Europe: The importance of landscape pattern. Geomorphology 98, 213–226. 
Blavet, D., De Noni, G., Le Bissonnais, Y., Leonard, M., Maillo, L., Laurent, J., Asseline, J., Leprun, J., Arshad, M.A., Roose, E., 2009. Effect of 
land use and management on the early stages of soil water erosion in French Mediterranean vineyards. Soil and Tillage Research 106, 124-
136. 
49 Vera Ferreira et al. /  Agriculture and Agricultural Science Procedia  4 ( 2015 )  40 – 49 
Bhattarai, R. and Dutta D., 2008. A comparative analysis of sediment yield simulation by empirical and process-oriented models in Thailand. 
Hydrology Sciences Journal 53 (6), 1253-1269. 
Boardman, J., Poesen, J. and Evans, R., 2003. Socio-economic factors in soil erosion and conservation. Environmental Science & Policy 6(1), 1-6. 
Cerdà, A., Morera, A.G. and Bodi, M.B. 2009. Soil and water losses from new citrus orchards growing on sloped soils in the western 
Mediterranean basin. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 34 (13), 1822-1830 
Cerdan, O., Govers, G., Bissonnais, YL., Van Oost, K., Poesen, J., Saby, N., et al. 2010. Rates and spatial variations of soil erosion in Europe: a 
study based on erosion plot data. Geomorhology. 122(1-2): 167-177. 
Diodato, N. and Ceccarelli, M., 2004. Multivariate indicator Kriging approach using a GIS to classify soil degradation for Mediterranean 
agricultural lands. Ecological Indicators. 4: 177–187. 
Evrendilek, F., Celik, I. and Kilic, S., 2004. Changes in soil organic carbon and other physical soil properties along adjacent Mediterranean forest, 
grassland, and cropland ecosystems in Turkey. Journal of Arid Environment 59, 743-752. 
Erskine, W.D., Mahmoudzadeh, A., Myers, C., 2002. Land use effects on sediment yields and soil loss rates in small basins of Triassic sandstone 
near Sydney, NSW, Australia. Catena 49, 271-287. 
García-Ruiz, J.M., Lana-Renault, N., 2011. Hydrological and erosive consequences of farmland abandonment in Europe, with special reference 
to the Mediterranean region—a review. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment 140 (3-4), 317-18. 
García-Ruiz, J.M., Nadal-Romero, E., Lana-Renault, N., Beguería, S., 2013. Erosion in Mediterranean landscapes: Changes and future challenges. 
Geomorphology 198, 20-36. 
Goovaerts, P., 1999. Using elevation to aid the geostatistical mapping of rainfall erosivity. Catena 34(3-4), 227-242. 
Hancock, G.R., Wells, T., Martinez, C., Dever, C., 2015. Soil erosion and tolerable soil loss: Insights into erosion rates for a well-managed 
grassland catchment. Geoderma 237-238, 256-265. 
Kosmas, C., Danalatos, N., Cammeraat, L.H., Chabart, M., Diamantopoulos, J., Farand, R., Gutierrez, L., Jacob, A., Marques, H., et al., 1997. 
The effect of land use on runoff and soil erosion rates under Mediterranean conditions. Catena. 29 (1), 45–59. 
Leh, M., Bajwa, S., Chaubey, I., 2013. Impact of land use change on erosion risk: an integrated remote sensing, geographic information system 
and modeling methodology. Land Degradation & Development 24, 409–421. 
Li, L., Shuhan, D., Wu, L., Liu, G., 2009. An overview of soil loss tolerance. Catena 78, 93–99. 
Lindim, C., Pinho, J.L, Vieira, J.M.P., 2011. Analysis of spatial and temporal patterns in a large reservoir using water quality and hydrodynamic 
modeling. Ecological Modelling 222, 2485– 2494. 
Ludwig, W., Dumont, E., Meybeck, M. and Heussner, S., 2009. River discharges of water and nutrients to the Mediterranean and Black Sea: 
Major drivers for ecosystem changes during past and future decades? Progress In Oceanography, 80(3-4), 199-217. 
Merrit, W.S., Letcher, R.A., Jakeman, A.J., 2003. A review of erosion and sediment transport models. Environmental Modelling & Software 18 
(8-9), 761–799. 
Moore, I.D. and Wilson, J.P., 1992. Length–slope factors for the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation: simplified method of estimation. Journal 
of Soil and Water Conservation 47 (5), 423–428. 
Nekhay, O., Arriaza, M. and Boerboom, L.G.J., 2009. Evaluation of soil erosion risk using analytic network process and GIS: a case study from 
Spanish mountain olive plantations. Journal of environmental management 90 (10), 3091-3104. 
Nunes, A.n., Almeida, A.C., Coelho, C.O.A., 2011. Impacts of land use and cover type on runoff and soil erosion in a marginal area of Portugal. 
Applied Geography 31, 687-699. 
Ouyang, W., Hao, F., Skidmore, A.K., Toxopeus, A.G., 2010. Soil erosion and sediment yield and their relationships with vegetation cover in 
upper stream of the Yellow River. Science of the Total Environment. 409: 396–403. 
Pandey, A., Chowdary, V.M., Mal, B.C., 2007. Identification of critical erosion prone in the small agricultural watershed using USLE, GIS and 
remote sensing. Water resources management 21, 729-746. 
Pimentel, D., 2006. Soil erosion: a food and environmental threat. Environment Development and Sustainability 8(1), 119-137. 
Pinto-Correia, T., Mascarenhas, J., 1999. Contribution to the extensification/ intensification debate: new trends in the Portuguese montado. 
Landscape and Urban Planning. 46 (1-3), 125–131 
Prasannakumar, V., Vijith, H., Abinod, S., Geetha, N., 2011. Estimation of soil erosion risk within a small mountainous sub-watershed in Kerala, 
India, using Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE) and geo-information technology. Geoscience Frontiers 3(2), 209–215. 
Renard, K.G., Foster, G.R., Weesies, G.A., McCool, D.K., Yoder, D.C., 1997. Predicting soil erosion by water: A guide to conservation planning 
with the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE). Agric. Handbook No 703, Washington DC: Agricultural Research Service, USDA. 
Terranova, O., Antronic, L., Coscarelli, R., Iaquinta, P., 2009. Soil erosion risk scenarios in the Mediterranean environment using RUSLE and 
GIS: an application model for Calabria (southern Italy). Geomorphology 112, 228–245. 
Tesfahunegn, G.B., L. Tamene, P.L.G. Vlek., 2011. Catchment-scale spatial variability of soil properties and implications on site-specific soil 
management in northern Ethiopia. Soil and Tillage Research 117, 124–139. 
Van der Knijff, J., Jone,R.J.A. and Montanarella, L., 1999. Soil erosion risk assessment in Italy, European Soil Bureau: Joint Research Center of 
European Commission, EUR 19022EN. 
Van Remortel, R.D., Maichle, R.W., Hickey, R.J., 2004. Computing the LS Factor for the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation through Array-
Based Slope Processing of Digital Elevation Data Using a C++ Executable. Computers & Geosciences 30 (9–10), 1043–1053. 
Volk, M., Möller, M. and Wurbs, D., 2010. A pragmatic approach for soil erosion risk assessment within policy hierarchies. Land Use Policy 27 
(4), 997-1009. 
Wischmeier W.H. and Smith D.D., 1978. Predicting rainfall erosion losses. Agricu. Handbook 537, Agricultural Research Service, USDA. 
Washington DC, USA. 
